Brief comment text:

I am opposed to  NextNav's proposal to reconfigure the 902 - 928 MHz band.  I currently use the 902 – 928 MHz band as Amateur Radio operator AC5WO, as a North Texas Tollway Authority toll tag user, and an Oncor electric utility customer with a smart meter.  These three different uses of the 902 - 928 MHz band can coexist when they use different parts of the 26 MHz wide band, but probably not if only 11 MHz from 907 - 918 MHz was available.  As an amateur radio operator I mostly use the edges of the band near 902 and 928 MHz, easily avoiding interference to NTTA toll tag readers mostly in the 909.75 - 921.75 MHz frequency range.  The hundreds of thousands of Part 15 frequency hopping spread spectrum radios in smart meters and other devices near me are a more troublesome source of interference to my amateur radio station, but the edges of the band are still useful.  The Part 90 900 MHz land mobile transceivers that most amateur radio operators use in this band can receive 927 - 928 MHz without modification, but would require filter changes to use 907 - 918 MHz.

The far superior way to locate people withing a building when they 911 from the cell phone is to require the major cellular carriers to build this capability into their existing cellular networks in dense urban locations.  The 5G New Radio standard supports determining position and the cellular carriers potentially earn more money from their licenses if they incorporate spatial filtering vertically as well as horizontally.  A large percentage of existing cellular customers already own 5G cell phones that would support improvements on existing 5G networks while nobody will have a phone supporting NextNav's proposal.
